"NOT A WAR OF WORDS"

cc! have not asked that the Thakote Saheb should be asked to
do this or that. He has no will. His -will is pledged to the
Resident....... What I have asked is that the Resident should

restore the pact and help to honour it.^

The Communiques issued by the Governxnent of India
and the Jaipur Government on my statexnents on RaJkot
and Jaipur are remarkable for sins of omission and com-
mission and suppression.

It was no part of the Sardar's duty to publish the
Thakore Saheb^s letter about the composition of the
Committee. It was for the Thakore Saheb^s convenience
that a condition as to the composition of the Committee
was embodied in a separate letter. This is a 'well-knowxx
procedure adopted in delicate negotiations. Surely, the
Thakore Sahel/s understanding of his note^ which admits
of GO double intetpretation, is wholly irrelevant. I
aver that this understanding is an after-tlio'ught, discover-
ed to placate the Resident, who was angered that the
Thakore Saheb should have dared to deal with a Cong-
ressman and give hi.m a note of which he had no advice.
Those who kno\v anything of these Residents and States
know in what dread the Princes stand of even their secre-
taries and peons. I write from personal knowledge.

There is sufficient in the appendices to the Sardar^s
statement on the recrudescence of the struggle to show
how the whole trouble is due to the Resident's displeas-aie.
It is "wrong to suggest that the Sardar did not give reasons
fot his refusal to altet the names of the Committee. A
translation of his letter is one of the appendices.

When the Thakore Saheb agteed to nominate those
whom the Sardar teconxmended, Mussal.mans and Bha-
yats were before his pamcTs eye. But it was common
cause that dl rights -would be guaranteed under the re-
forms. The proper procedure would have been to lead